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DETAILED ACTION 

CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 1-31 are presented. 

Claims 1-21, 25-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Darrell (Integrated person tracking using stereo, color, and pattern detection, 
Darrell, T.; Gordon, G.; Harville, M.; Woodfill, J.; Computer Vision and Pattern 
Recognition, 1998. Proceedings. 1998 IEEE Computer Society Conference on 23-25 
June 1998 Page(s):601 - 608) and Davis (Context Tailor: Towards a Programming 
Model for Context-Aware Computing, Davis, Sow, Blount, Ebling, 1st International ACM 
Workshop on Middleware for Pervasive and Ad-Hoc Computing, June 2003). 

Claims 22-24 depend from claim 21 . Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Darrell and Davis and Seno (A network 
authentication system with multi-biometrics, Seno, S.; Sadakane, T.; Baba, Y.; 
Shikama, T.; Koui, Y.; Nakaya, N.; Communications, 2003. APCC 2003. The 9th Asia- 
Pacific Conference on Volume 3, 21-24 Sept. 2003 Page(s):914 - 918 Vol.3). 

Claims 1 , 1 0, 1 1 , 21 , 27 are independent claims. Claims 22-24 depend from 
claim 21. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 



Application/Control Number: 10/763,654 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2134 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-21, 25-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Parrel I and Davis . 

Regarding claim 1, Davis teaches "A method comprising: detecting a user's 
electronic device activity pattern; comparing the detected activity pattern against a 
plurality of user action identification profiles, wherein each user action identification 
profile is associated with a particular unique user; and using the comparing (section 3. 
Application Space, e.g., credit card fraud detection which identifies patterns of credit 
card use)." " 

These passages of Davis do not teach "to identify the current user as being one 
of the particular users " in the sense of the claim. 

Darrell teaches "to identify the current user as being one of the particular users 
(Figure 1, i.e., tracking and identification)" for the motivation of better tracking persons 
(section 1. Introduction, i.e., locate and track user). 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to combine the teachings of Darrell and Davis for the motivation 
noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 
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Claims 1 , 1 0, 1 1 , 21 , 27 are independent claims. 

The special features of claim 10 (detection etc.,), claim 1 1 (system etc.,), claim 
21 (storing the activity pattern etc.,), claim 27 (identification system with modules etc.,) 
are taught by Darrell (section 4 Integrated Tracking, especially the second paragraph 
concerning collecting data and detection). 

Regarding claims 2, 5-9, 12, 15-19, 25, 28, 29, 31 (various user identifying), 
these features are taught by Darrell (section 4 Integrated Tracking, especially the 
second paragraph concerning collecting data and detection) 

Regarding claims 3, 4, 13, 14, 20, 26, 30 (various scoring as to whether matches 
are reasonable), these features are taught by Davis (section 3. Application Space, e.g., 
credit card fraud detection which identifies patterns of credit card use)." 

Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Darrell and Davis and Seno. 

Claims 22-24 depend from claim 21 . Darrell and Davis teach as noted in the 
rejection of claim 21 . 

Thus, Darrell and Davis teach all but the special features of claims 22-24 
(biometric features and password, etc.). 

The special features of claims 22-24 (biometric features and password, etc.) are 
taught by Seno (section I. Introduction, i.e., finger print, iris, passwords, etc.) for the 
motivation of user authentication ((section I. Introduction). 
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Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to combine the teachings of Darrell and Davis and Seno for the 
motivation noted in the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 

The art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art disclosed general background. 

Points of Contact 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571 ) 273-8300, (forjormal communications intended for entry) 



Or: 
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(571) 273-3836 (for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT") 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Jung whose telephone number is (571) 272-3836 
or Kambiz Zand whose telephone number is (272) 272-381 1. 
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